
Senator Ken Salazar 
1J.S. Senate 
702 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. IK 2a51a-aaa1 I FCC - MAILROOM ] 
Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Salarar. 

I hive serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions'(FCC) position to change the IJniversal Service Fund 
(1lSF)collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Munyofyourconstituents.~ll be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the 
FCC. 

As you know. LTSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the s a m  amouni intu the h d  as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who usc their limited resou~ccs wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould r m s e  many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and run1 consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on smll businesses all m o s s  
America. 
The Keep IISFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember, keepsme informedabout the IlSFissuewithmonthlynewslettersanduptodate 
i i i iomtion on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these iees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I amcharged fairly II the FCC goes IO B 

numbers taxed, my senrice will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to z flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my commumty. I request you pass along my cancerm 
to  rhe FCC on my khalf, letting r h e m h o w  how a net fee rdx could disproportionately affect those in your constituency 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

IXon Uishong 

cc: 



Kenneth Kramer 

11312 Purple Finch Cir , Bradenton, FL 34202 

I I DEC - 5 2005 
Senator Bill Nelson 

Novcmber 4,2M)5 9.49 AM 

L1.S. Senate 
716 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

I FCC-MAILROOM I 
Subject: Re. Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Ilniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconsotuents,includingme,my friends, family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change pmpased by the FCC 

As you know, USF is cumntly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that menm that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same m o u n t  into the hmd as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who USE their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural co~~sumers ,  to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
h g h  volume to low-volume usen is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on smll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the LISFissue with monthly newdetters and up to date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'"pass along'' these fees to their customem, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure that I am charged fairly. If the FCC 
goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change toa flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to s p m d  the word to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
LO the FCC onrny behal1,letting t h e m h o w  how a flat fee tax coulddispropartionltely affect those in your constituency 

Thank you Ioryourcontinued workand I look fonvard to hearing about your position on this mt t e r  

Sincerely, 

Kenneth Kramer 

cc FCC Char  Kevm Martin, Congress 



Senator Kent Conrad I DEC - 5 2005 November 6,2005 9 34 AM 

[I.S. Senate 
530 Hat t  Senate Office Building 
W'ashimgton, L1C 20510-0001 

Subject. Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

near senator Conrad 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications C o d s s i o n s '  (FCC) position to change the IJniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collritionmethod to a monthly flat fee Many ofyourconstituents,includingme,my friends. family and neighbors, will be negativelyimpcted 
by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IlSF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
J flat fer. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long disrance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minuter of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited E S O U K ~ S  wisely should not be p-ndized for doing E". 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral collsumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the llSF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep [JSFFairCoalitian,ofwhichIama member. keepsmeinformednbout the USFissue withmont~hlynewslettersand up todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"passalong"these fees to theircustomem, therealiryis that they do Asaconsumerlwouldlikeensure Iamchargedfairly. IfrheFCCgoes t o a  
numbers taxed. my ~ e m c e  will cost more And according t o  the Coalition's receni meetings with top FCC officinls, the FCC has plrns to change 
to a flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the wold to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward tQ hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

James S p r y  

cc. 

FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



- MAILROOM i 1 

2932 Bomar Ave., Fort Worth, TX 76103 

November 4, 2005 LO3 PM 

Representative Michael Burgess 
US. House of Representatives 
1721 Longworth House Offce Budding 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universd Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Burgess: 

1 have serious concern regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, w d  be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penahzed for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could caue many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links tu FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is 
that they do. As a consumer I would llke ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers tax, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 w d  continue to monitor developmenrs on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know bow a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

'Thank you for your continued work and I look fonvard to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

If the 

, ,  

P h y h  McCulley Forc Worth, TX 

cc' FCC Char Kevm Martin, Congress , 
1, , , 



Ellen Henry 
7 Creekwood Ln , Pittsford, NY 14534-3303 REENED &yyu, &TED 

November 1,2005 11 :24 AM 
DEC - 5 2005 

Senator Charles Schumer 
U.S. Senate 
3 13 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

If the FCC changes to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, 
pays the same amount into the h d  as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Where is the 
fairness in that?! Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, 

the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, 
my service will cost more. And according to the Keep USF Fair Coalition, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee 
system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen Henry 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



I RFCUJlED R IN. 
. ", - Keith Lindgren I /, 

1609 Virginia lkive, Manhattan, KS 66502 1 I 

I DEC - 5 2005 I Novemher7.2005 6.38 PM 

Senator Pat Roberts 
U.S. Senate 
109 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. 1>C 20510-0001 

Subject. Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Llocket 96-45 

1)earSenatar Roberts: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Comasions '  (FCC) position to change the Llniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents. including me. my friends. family and neighbors. will he negativelyimpacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

As yoi; knom, EST is currently collected on 3 r evenu~  ham People whn use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
aflatfee. thatmeans thatsomeonewhouses one thousandmiiiutrsamonthaflangdistance,pays thesame amountinto the fundassomeone 
who uses zerominutesof long distance P month Constituents who use their limited resourceswisely should not he penalized fordoing so 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. selllor citizens and low-income residential 
and run1 consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smal l  busmesses all across 
America 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, ofwhich I ama member, keeps me informed about the LISFissue withmonthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not requlre companies to recover. or 
'"pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality i s  that they do. As a conmmer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. llthe FCC goes to il 
numbers taxed, my setvice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officiuls. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat lee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the isme and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow haw a flat fee tax could dispmportionately affecl those in your constituency. 

Thank you foryourcontinuedworkandl lookfonvard to hearingabout yourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely, 

Keith F. Llndgren Manhattan, K 3  66502 cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 

Sincerely. 

Keith Lindgren 

c c  



R o k r t  Perry 

2715 South 600 West ,  Nibley, TIT 84321 

November 11,2005 

DEC - 5 2005 

rrr: - MAIl R - 

Representative Rob Bishop 
[J.S. Houseof Representatives 
124 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington. DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96.45 

Ikar Representative Bishop: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Ilnivenal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fer. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, fanuly and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, ITSF is currently collected on J revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zerominutesof long distance a month Constituentswho use their limited resources wisely should not k penalized fordoing so 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usem, like myself a prepaid wireless user to pay more for less benefit Shifting the 
funding burden ofthe IJSF &om high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have B highly detnmental 
effect onsmall businesses all across America. 
The Keep IJSF Fair Coalition. of which 1 ama member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infoonnation on their website, including hnks to FCC information Whde 1 am aware that federal law does not require compames to recover, or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reallty IS that they do. As 8 consumer 1 would like ensure I am charged fairly. lithe FCC goes to d 

numkrs taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the iswe and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a par fee tax could disproportionately a k t  chose in y o u  constituency 

Thank you foryourcontinuedwork and I look foward to hearing about yourposition on thismatter. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Peny 

EC 



l-%EhEKu=1 
123 S.  68th St. , Broken Arrow, OK 7 

Senator Tom Cohurn 

November 1,2005 11:30 AM i I I DEC - 5 2005 1 
I FCC - MAILROOM I U.S. Senate 

172 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Coburn: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordahle monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am,a memher,,keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on'their wehsite, including links to 'FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law d0e.s not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure that I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my 
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. This fee should remain a usage fee, not a flat fee for all 
users. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and1 look forybd to hearing from you ahout your position on this matter. 
, ,  

I ,  
. ,  , 

:,: 
. . .  . .  , , . ,  . , , ..' ---_ 



James McCluer . ,  ~. -.",-.---- 
57 Dedalerd way, Hot Springs, AR 71909-6606 ' ;.. R E E ~ E D  & I .  .._I6 . I I-" 

Senator Blanche Lincoln 
i l  s Senate 

November 8 2005 5 13 I'M 

355 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington. 1)C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State loint Board on IJnivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

lkar  Senator Lincoln: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Sewice Fund (IJSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. 
As you know, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that syslemto 
a flat fee. thalmeans that someone who uses one thousand minute5 am~nthof longdis tan~e ,  pays Lhe same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero mlrrucea of long distansr a month. Cmstituenta who iix their limited remlir~rs wiscly shod5 not 5r pcnzliicd for daiag 30. 

A flai fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and run1 c o n s ~ m e t ~ .  to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mcreases on their bills Shifting the funding burden of the iJSF kom 
high volume LO low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 

Sincerely. 

James McCluer 

cc: 



Vanessa Wilson 
POB 741 , Energy, IL 62933-0741 ... ......... 

November 1,2005 5:42 PM 

I Representative Jeny Costello I DEC - 5 2005 
US.  House of Representatives 

F C C - M k l L R a  I 2269 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Costello: 

CONCERNS ARE REAL AND MONETARY (HOME OF TWO UNEMPLOYED/DOWNSIZED) 

Regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) especially KEVIN J.MARTI"S position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my 
friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing ahout your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Vanessa Wilson 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Don Lloyd 
127 Bobcat Trail . Eatonton. GA 31024-7505 

November 1,2005 12:OO PM 

Senator Saxby Chambliss 
U S .  Senate 
41 6 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

As a retired couple trying to live on a very small fixed monthly income we have serious concerns regarding the Federal 
Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a 
monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including us,our friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively 
impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. ~ i j , , I  , ,  

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.This is 
downright crimina1,Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing SO. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is RADICAL and 
UNNECESSARY. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC bas plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.Show some 
concern for low income Americans! 

Sincerely, 

Don Lloyd I . ,  



Janice Stalder . 3  

12133 Buckhorn Estates Dr. , Custer, SD 57730-7274 

Representative Stephanie Herseth 
US.  House of Representatives 
331 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

November 1,2005 2:08 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Herseth: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Mirth, Congress' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC in.formation. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Janice Stalder 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



1725 Fairway Rd. , Waco, TX 76712 

I November 1,2005 2:58 PM 

Senator John Cornyn 
US.  Senate 
51 7 Hart Senate Office Building FCC-MAILROOM ] 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Comyn: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-vohme long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rad consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Bowen 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Ramona Carson ~ ~ 

m i c f f E s \  1032 Cedar Lane P. 0 Box 151, Wycombe, PA 

I I November 1.2005 3:55 PM 
DEC - 5 2005 Representative Michael Fitzpatrick 

U S .  House of Representative 
15 16 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Fitzpatrick: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, senior citizens and low-income 
residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting 
the funding burden of the USF from high vdume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would 
have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters anc' fip to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. .4s a consxmer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread thexord to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

F-amona Carson 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Curigress 
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Stephen Sklarow 
5035 West Or0 Road, Bisbee, AZ 85603 1 RECEIVED & INS1 

I DEC - 5 2005 I November 1,2005 10:42 AM 

1 FCC-MAILROOM I Representative Jim Kolbe 
U.S. House of Representatives 
237 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Kolbe: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Senice 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give np their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would. hwe a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a m2mber, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date infomation on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

helping to wire the inwired ares of our country 
Incidently, I paid U S .  West in excess of $4000.00 each for my two phone lines.So much for a universal service fee 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Sklarow 



Robert G .  Schaffrath 
2 Todd Drive , Glen Head, NY 11545-1431 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I nave serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use theil:,iih?ited.resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

I would also like to add that the current USF has been subject to significant waste and fraud. Perhaps the FCC 
should look into fixing the accounting before tinkering with the assessment. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 
. .  

Robert G. Schaffrath 

cc: 
-__ -- FCC Chair Kevin Martin,'Congress 



Ruth Lewellen 
1033 Wedgewood Rd., Lexington, KY 40514-10 

Senator Mitch McConnell 
US.  Senate 
361-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

November 1,2005 11 :28 AM DEC - 5 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 9645 

Dear Senator McConnell: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you h o w ,  USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Those of us 
who use our "limited resources'' wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax would cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical, unfair, and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. According to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee 
system soou and without legislation. As a consumer I would like to ensure that I am charged fairly. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth Lewellen 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congiess 



Richard Bangs 
2331 Belleair Road Lot 817, Clearwater, FL 33764-2730 

Representative Bill Young 
U S .  House of Renresentatives 
2407 Rayburn H o k e  Office Bldg 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 I FCC-MAILROOM I 

November 1,2005 4:28 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Young: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fonuard to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Bangs 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Mike Pickett 
PO Box 149044, Orlando, FL 32814 

November 1,2005 3:44 PM 

Senator Bill Nelson 
US.  Senate 
71 6 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.It is not only unfair but as a 
Conservative such a move will be yet another example that the Bush admistration does not care about the average Joe 
and is only interested in paying back big business for their campaign contributions. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coaiition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Pickett 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congi'ess . .  , .  . 
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700 Briggs Ave Spc. 101, Pacific 

I November 1,2005 11:27 AM 

Senator Dianne Feinstein 1 DEC - 5 2005 

331 Hart Senate Office Building 
US.  Senate 

Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Feinstein: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I a n  a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. 4r,d according LC the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

J will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

R. S. Richards 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 


